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 J. Michael Dooley (Plaintiff) appeals from the trial court’s judgment, entered upon a jury 
verdict, in favor of Defendants St. Louis County, Missouri (County), Charlie Dooley (Dooley) 
and James Baker (Baker) on Plaintiff’s 42 USC §1983 claim against his former employer, 
County, and individual government actors Dooley and Baker, for violations of Plaintiff’s First 
Amendment rights.   
 
 AFFIRMED. 
 
 Division Two Holds:  The trial court did not:  1) err in refusing Plaintiff’s motion for new 
trial because the verdict director given to the jury properly recited Plaintiff’s burden of proof; did 
not misdirect, mislead or confuse the jury; and caused no prejudice to Plaintiff; 2) abuse its 
discretion in denying Plaintiff’s challenge of a juror for cause because, although the juror 
initially indicated that she might be unwilling to listen to all of the evidence, she subsequently 
expressed her ability to be fair and impartial; or 3) err in refusing Plaintiff’s motion for new trial 
or abuse its discretion in denying his request for a mistrial after the juror commented on the 



evidence and articulated her refusal to listen to all of the evidence because the trial court 
effectively cured any potential prejudice by excusing the juror and replacing her with an 
alternate. 
   
Opinion by: Sherri B. Sullivan, P.J. Robert G. Dowd, Jr., J. and Patricia L. Cohen, J., concur. 
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